[No. 58] 


FULL COMMITTEE HEARING ON REAL ESTATE PROJECTS, SENATE 
JOINT RESOLUTION 34, H. R. 4231, AND H. R. 459 


Hovusr or REPRESENTATIVES, 
ComMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., February 2, 1954. 

The committee met at 10 a. m., Hon. Dewey Short, chairman of 
the committee, presiding. 

The CuHarrMan. The committee will please be in order. 

Mr. Vinson and I have been talking I think to people who count, 
trying to iron out a few of the little difficulties that this committee 
and a few other committees of the Congress face. 

However, I don’t wish to discuss that right at this moment. 

Before we resume our hearing on the bill under consideration, I 
think we should dispose of 2 or 3 bills and reports from our sub- 
committees. 

I would like for Mr. Cunningham, who is chairman of the Sub- 
committee on Real Estate and Construction, to give us any report 
that he might have at this time. 
tLe Mr, Cuyaineuam. Mr. Chairman, your Real Estate and Construc- 

n Stabe mittee has held four hearings covering both real estate 

d projects. 

It is my Ahought that in view of the pressure of business before the 

1 commitépe this morning you may not wish a detailed report with 

‘spect to ‘all of these projects: a I have prepared, therefore, an 

emized stgtement for insertion in the record setting out the essentials 

each. proféct considered. 
cul this ts with your approval, Mr. Chairman, I will merely 
delineate briefly the work performed. 

The CHarrMan. Good. 

Mr. Cunnineuam. During the 4 days of _hearings, your subcom- 
mittee considered 25 real-estate projects, 5 classified construction 
projects, and 1 exercise of emergency construction authority. 

Of the 25 real-estate projects, 13 were Army and 12 were Air 
Force; 19 were acquisitions and 6 were disposals. During the deliber- 
ations of the subcommittee, 1 acquisition project was withdrawn by 
the Air Force and the subcommittee deferred action on 2 other Air 
Force acquisition projects. The institution of condemnation pro- 
ceedings is recommended with respect to one acquisition project. 

The net effect of these actions is to recommend approval of Army 
sure Nos. 70, and 72 through 77; and Army disposals Nos. 19 
through 24. The subcommittee also recommends the approval of 
Air Force acquisitions No. 157 by condemnation only, Nos. 162 
through 168, and Nos. 171 and 173. The 2 deferments and 1 with- 
drawal, I have previously mentioned. All of these projects have been 
distributed to the members of the committee in the past. 
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Five of the Army projects involved NIKE sites for the protection 
of cities. Considerable off-the-record testimony concerning the tech- 
nical requirements for these installations was heard by the subcom- 
mittee prior to the consideration of the real-estate aspects of these 
projects. 

Approval of the following classified construction projeets is recom- 
mended: 15—D, 1—A, 19-A, 5—B, and 16-C. 

The CuarrMan. Wait a minute, Mr. Cunningham; of course, this 
is an open hearing now. 

Mr. Keuuiener. There is nothing classified in this, sir. 

Mr. Cunninecuam. There is nothing classified in what I am giving. 

The Oh. 

Mr. Ke.uever. Just the numbers. 

Mr. Cunnineuam. All of these projects involve classified construc- 
tion in various overseas areas, and there will be nothing in the detailed 
report setting forth any classified testimony or information. 

The recommendations of the subcommittee with respect to the 
exercise of emergency construction authority will be presented to the 
full committee in the near future. 

Mr. Chairman, I move the favorable consideration of this report. 

(The report referred to is as follows:) 


Set out below are the recommendations of the Real Estate and Construction 
Subcommittee with respect to certain real-estate and classified-construction proj- 
ects, together with other pertinent details. 


AIR FORCE ACQUISITIONS 


No. 157: The acquisition of 460 acres in fee and avigation easements over 80 
acres for $471,400 at the Bunker Hill Naval Air Station, Ind., by condemnation 
only. This property is required for the extension of the NE/SW runway, taxi- 
way and apron, and to provide approach zone clearance for the extended runway. 

No. 165: The acquisitions of 507 acres in fee, 15 acres in permanent easement, 
and 12 acres in temporary easement for $182,000 at Offutt Air Force Base, Nebr. 
This property, contiguous to the southeast side of Offutt Air Force Base, Nebr., 
is required for the extension of the existing NW/SE runway. The permanent 
easement is required for drainage ditches; the temporary easement is required 
to provide a road between the borrow area and the construction area. 

0. 166: The acquisition of 465.4 acres in fee for $108,000 at Wright-Patterson 
Air Force Base, Ohio. This property, contiguous to the north side of Wright- 
Patterson Air Force Base, Ohio, is required for the construction of high explosive 
storage igloos and necessary safety clearance around the explosive area. 

No. 162: Renewal of lease No. WA—6pb—6705 (SF) for the term ending Se 
tember 30, 1955. This lease covers 75,000 square feet of office space in the Mode 
O’Day Building, 155 West Washington Boulevard, Los Angeles, Calif., at an 
annual rental of $74,825. This space is required for use of Air Force procurement 
field office and western regional office of Auditor General. The space to be ac- 
_— consists of 75,000 square feet on floors 3 through 7 in the Mode O’ Day 

uilding. This building is a 12-story, loft type, steel and concrete construction 
completed in 1927, designed so each floor may be rented separately. 

No. 163: The acquisition of approximately 87.643 in fee and restrictive ease- 
ments over 32.604 acres for $51,000 at New Castle County Airport, Del. This 
property, contiguous to the north side of the New Castle County Airport, is 
required to provide the necessary safety clearance around the high explosive 
storage igloo area. 

No, 164: The acquisition of approximately 144.76 acres of land in fee and re- 
strictive easements over 151.49 acres of land for $54,900 at Youngstown Municipal 
Airport, Ohio. This property, contiguous to the west side of the Youngstown 
Municipal Airport, located in Trumbull County, Ohio, is required for the con- 
struction of high explosive storage igloos and necessary safety clearance around 
the explosive area, 
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No. 167: The acquisition of 180 acres of land in fee, restrictive easements over 
375 acres of land, road easement—9.5 acres of land for $40,000 at Greater Pitts- 
burgh Air Force Base, Pa. This property, located approximately 6.3 miles north- 
west from the center of Greater Pittsburgh Airport, Coraopolis, Pa., is required 
for the construction of high explosive storage igloos and necessary clearance 
around the explosive area. 

No. 168: The acquisition of 7.95 acres in fee and restrictive easements over 
448.28 acres for $51,600 at McGhee-Tyson Airport, Knoxville, Tenn. This 
property, located approximately 3.9 miles west of the MeGhee-Tyson Airport, 
Knoxville, Tenn., is required for the construction of high explosive storage igloos 
and necessary safety clearance around the storage area. 

No. 171: The acquisition in fee of 723.61 acres of land and improvements 
known as Champlain College, New York, for $400,000 at Plattsburg, N. Y. 
This land, with improvements thereon, comprising Champlain College, New 
York, is required to establish an Air Force bomber (heavy) base. The Champlain 
College area, formerly known as Plattsburg Military Reservation, is required in 
conjunction with other privately owned land, acquisition of which has been 
authorized in Public Law 534, 82d Congress. 


ARMY ACQUISITIONS 


No. 72: Acquisition of fee title to 65.6 acres and easements over 484.8 acres 
for $177,510 for NIKE installations. 

No. 74: Acquisition of fee title to 147.2 acres, easements over 831.4 acres, 
and transfer of jwisdiction over 11.8 acres from the Department of the Air Force 
for $590,940 for NIKE installation. 

No. 75: Acquisition of fee title to approximately 59.2 acres of land, restrictive 
and perpetual easements over approximately 133.4 acres, and transfer of juris- 
diction oye 262.32 acres from the Department of the Navy for $367,790 for NIKE 
installations. 

No. 76: Acquisition of fee title to approximately 63.2 acres of land, restrictive 
and perpetual easements over approximately 273.4 acres, and transfer of juris- 
diction over 275.34 acres from the Department of the Navy for $367,650 for 
NIKE installations. 

No. 77: Acquisition of fee title to approximately 110.4 acres of land, and 
restrictive and perpetual easements over approximately 1,088.82 acres for $202,460 
for NIKE installations. 

No. 70: Renewal of General Services Administration lease No. GS-03B-418 
for the period from January 15, 1954, to January 14, 1955. This project involves 
a proposal to renew GSA Lease No. GS-03B-418, providing for the use and oecu- 
pancy of 43,525 square feet of office space in the building owned by Butler Bros. 
located at 200-208 West Baltimore Street, Baltimore, Md., by the field office 
of the Chief of Materiel Command, Chemical Corps. The building space com- 
prises the entire third and fourth floors, 5,100 square feet on the sixth floor, and 
2,425 square feet in the subbasement. The annual rental is $49,169.06 which 
represents $1.13 per square foot including all services except electric current. 

No. 73: This project involves the acquisition by purchase of fee title to approxi- 
mately 101.13 acres of privately owned land and the acquisition by transfer from 
the Department of the Navy of the Government-owned industrial facilities con- 
structed thereon. The facility involved is the Birdsboro Foundry Facility (Naval 
Reserve foundry, Birdsboro, Pa). The land will cost the Government $10,800. 
The proposed transfer of the improvements which were constructed by the De- 

rtment of the Navy will place the entire facility under the jurisdiction of the 
Peosament of the Army, thereby eliminating mixed property responsibility. The 
Department of the Navy has indicated its agreement to this proposed action. 
The acquisition of fee title to the land on which approximately $35,295,224 has 
been invested by the Government in the establishment of a needed war produc- 
tion facility will, for an additional expenditure of approximately $10,800, provide 
the Government with full authority and control over the future use, retention in 
standby status, or disposition of the entire facility. 


ARMY DISPOSALS 


No. 19: This project involves the proposed reporting of a part of Sand Island 
Military Reservation, Honolulu, T. H., containing 13.58 acres of land and inelud- 
ing the improvements thereon, to the General Services Administration as excess 
real property. The United States Coast Guard has made application to the 
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——< Services Administration for transfer of this real property without exchange 
unds. 

No. 20: This project involves the proposed reporting of 492.51 acres of land 
and improvements thereon, being all of the remainder of Fort Casey, Wash., 
except an area of 11.4 acres comprising the Keystone Harbor and Salt Water 
Basin, to the General Services Administration as excess real property. 

No. 21: This project involves the proposed reporting of 30,62 acres of land and 
improvements thereon, comprising Hudson Point Military Reservation, Port 
Townsend, Wash., to the General Services Administration as excess real property. 

No. 22: This project involves the proposed reporting of 812.70 acres of land 
and improvements thereon, comprising Fort Flagler, Wash., to the General 
Services Administration as excess real property. 

No. 23: This project involves the proposed reporting of 133 acres of land and 
improvements thereon, being all of the remainder of Fort Worden, Wash., to the 
General Services Administration as excess real property. 

No. 24: This project involves the proposed reporting of 222.75 acres of land 
and improvements thereon, comprising Cape George Military Reservation, 
Wash., to the General Services Administration as excess real property. 


CLASSIFIED CONSTRUCTION 


For security reasons, no details are ne with respect to classified construc- 
tion projects Nos. 15-D, 1—A, 19—A, 5—B, and 16-C. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, 

The CHarrMan. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, I am also a member of that committee 
and I want to say quite frankly that many of these are getting a 
little bit more difficult to take as time goes on. 

Many times we have discussed before this committee the establish- 
ment of a revolving fund whereby we can get options and prevent 
many of these prices from going up as high as they have. And I 
suggest, Mr. Chairman, that we write a letter to the Secretary of 
Defense. It is a matter we have discussed now for several years, 
but we have never brought it to a head. We would like to get the 
views of the Secretary of Defense on this matter. We understand 
that the Department of the Air Force has already submitted a 

roposal to the Secretary of Defense. If we can get moving on that, 
Mr Chairman, I feel we could save a lot of money. 

Mr. CunntneGHam. May I answer that? 

The Cuatrman. The Chair is absolutely convinced—lI think the 
gentleman from Georgia will agree with me—by careful consideration 
and close scrutiny we can save much money. I think our Assistant 
Secretary, Mr. Floete, working with you gentlemen, with whom I 
apoke briefly yesterday, will assist you in bringing about the desired 
result. 

I would like to hear from some minority member on that. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, it was my privilege to sit in with the 
subcommittee on consideration of several of these items and I find 
myself in complete accord with the recommendation. 

I want to say this: I have been here a long time and I have seen 
a@ great many committees operate. No committee that I know of 
was more careful in considering these projects than Mr. Cunningham, 
Mr. Nelson, Mr. Bates, Mr. Fisher, and Mr. Hardy. When they 
have a meeting and if there is any money to be saved you can rest 
assured they are going to save it. We are fortunate in having Mr. 
Cunningham chairman of the subcommittee. I am perfectly willing 
all the time, after Mr. Cunningham goes off these matters, to follow 
his judgment because I know that he is on sound ground. 
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The CuarrmMan. Well, that is very pleasing and reassuring. 

Mr. Hardy, would you have a comment? 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I want to subscribe to what Mr. 
Vinson has said about the thoroughness of our chairman. Mr. 
Cunningham does see to it that we get into these things very carefully 
and I help him a little, too. 

The CuarrMan. I think we will all agree to that. 

Mr. Vinson. I might say that anything, Mr. Chairman, that meets 
with their unanimous approval, is pretty near correct. 

The CuarrmMan. All right. What will we do with the report? 

Mr. CunninaHam. May I answer the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts briefly? 

On a week ago yesterday, I believe it was, Mr. Floete and one of 
his assistants spent the entire forenoon with me in my office. I 
didn’t get a chance to report that to you, Bill. We are getting the 
cooperation and there will be legislation along the line that you 
mentioned. Plus everything in regard to these leases, which were 
brought up last year. They are coming up now. There will be a 
more elaborate report later. Unfortunately, I have not had a chance 
to give you a breakdown. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman 

The CuarrMan. I would say this, in the absence of Mr. Floete, 
and I am free to say it. He is a man of mature years, a very success- 
ful businessman, who was carefully screened and well considered by 
our Secretary of Defense, Mr. Wilson. I do know that Mr. Floete, 
while he is not out to injure anybody, does exercise meticulous care 
and all in behalf of the taxpayers of this Nation. And I, myself, 
want to express my appreciation to this subcommittee, who have 
worked long and hard and diligently in trying to bring about some- 
thing that we all want: more defense for our dollar. 

Now, what should we do with the report? 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, I move it is the sense of the Armed 
Services Committee that we advise the Department that we interpose 
no objection to the acquisitions and disposals and construction proj- 
ects set out in Mr. Cunningham’s report. 

The Cuarrman. All in favor say ‘‘Aye.”’ 

Mr. Bares. Second the motion. 

The CuarrMan. Opposed, ‘‘No.”’ 

It is so ordered. 

Thank you very much, Mr. Cunningham. 


SENATE RESOLUTION 34 


The CuarrMan. Mr. Johnson, of Subcommittee No. 3, has a 
report I think on three measures. The first is Senate Joint Resolu- 
tion 34, authorizing the Secretary of the Army to receive for instruc- 
tion at the United States Military Academy at West Point two 
citizens of the Kingdom of Thailand. 

Mr. Jonnson. Mr. Chairman, I will report two of these bills and 
I have asked Mr. Van Zandt to report the third one because he is 
the author of it and is very familiar with it. 

The CuarrMan. Very good. 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of Senate Joint Resolu- 
tion 34 is to provide authority for the Secretary of the Army to 
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permit two subjects of the Kingdom of Thailand to receive instruction 
at the United States Military Academy at West Point. This in- 
struction would be furnished at no expense to the United States 
Goverament. The bill provides that these two students would be 
subject to the same rules and regulations governing other cadets at 
the Military Academy, but would not be entitled to appointment in 
the United States Army by reason of their graduation from the 
Academy. 

The reason that the bill is necessary is because the statutes which 
prescribe the composition of the cadet corps at the Academy have 
required that persons receiving instruction be United States citizens, 
with the exception of three groups who have been the subject of 
separate acts. In 1908 the Secretary of War was given authority 
to appoint Filipino cadets and in 1946, similar authority for the 
appointment of persons from the American Republics was provided 
and in 1948, authority was provided for appointing persons from 
Canada. 

Therefore, separate legislation is required for foreign nationals not 
covered by these statutes in order that they can receive instruction 
at the Military Academy. 

There is considerable precedence for this legislation. Since 1816, 
when two cadets were admitted to the Academy from Chile, there 
have been 34 joint resolutions of a nature such as the bill before the 
committee. 

The bill will not entail the expenditure of Federal funds since it 
expressly provides that the United States shall not be subject to any 
expense on account of the instruction received by the two Thailand 
students. 

The Department of State recommends enactment of this bill and 
the Department of the Army and the Bureau of the Budget interpose 
no objection. 

Mr. Chairman, I move favorable consideration of Senate Joint 
Resolution 34. 

The Cuarrman. If the committee would be patient for a moment, 
I would like to say those of us who have been to Bangkok, and Thai- 
land realize that a great amount of rice is produced in the area and it is 
one spot in southern Asia that is friendly to us. I think we should 
adopt it. And without disclosing any secrets I would like to say that 
our United States Ambassador to Belgium was up to see me not long 
ago, maybe 2 weeks ago, urging that we allow two Belgians to enter 
our Naval Academy. We all know that Belgium, perhaps more than 
any other country in Europe with the possible exception of West 
Germany, has staged the greatest recovery since World War Il. The 
Belgians are our friends. They of course have the rich Congo to fall 
upon. Not only that little country there between Holland and 
France, but Luxembourg and the Benelux countries. But they are 
exceedingly anxious that they have two Belgians attend the Military 
Academy each year for the next 5 years I think it is—that makes a 
total of 10—isn’t it? 

Mr. Buanprorp. Yes, sir, 5 years. 

The CHarrmMan. For the next 5 years; yes. They will have 2 
Belgians attend the Academy, which would give 10 men educated in 
our Naval Academy who would return to their native country and act 
as cadres or instructors or teachers to help them in a very valuable 
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piece of work, being there on the North Sea. I don’t think I should 
say too much more in open session here. But it is my hope that these 
2 students from Belgium will be allowed to enter the Academy this 
vear, certainly the next, and the 4 following years, that would give 
them 10 students to attend our Naval Academy, because I consider 
the little country of Belgium, strategically located and absolutely 
our friend, should be included. 

Mr. Hess. This is the Military Academy, though. 

The Cuarrman. I know this is the Military Academy. But it is 
right down the line. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, may I make an observation? 

The CuHarrkMaNn. Yes; 1 am going to yield to you ina minute. It is 
on the same subject and it is a very important one. We have allowed 
foreigners to attend the Academies in years gone by. The precedent 
has been established. So why couldn’t we without any wrangling or 
long debate allow two students from Belgium to attend our Naval 
Academy? 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, it would be all right as far as I am 
concerned if we have some kind of request in due form for the record, 
to show that the request in certain order has been made and be ap- 
proved by the Department. There is no hesitance on the part of the 
committee to pass on, if it has some statement, instead of the mere 
statement by our distinguished chairman to show that they want it. 

So we can say the Belgium Government has requested the Navy De- 
partment to consider it, and we can approve it. 

The CHairMan. I think perhaps I should request that our Ambas- 
sador to Belgium and Bob Murphy, one of the ablest men in all our 
Foreign Service, who was Ambassador there and whom we met when 
we visited Brussels and now down at the State Department—if we 
could get a statement from the State Department and approved by 
the Department of the Navy. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

So I suggest, Mr. Chairman, to accomplish that for the time being 
let’s defer this bill, for the time being. 

The CuarrmMan. Yes. I think we can put it all together. 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Chairman, why not pass this bill and let the 
other one come up and we will have a hearing. 

The CuarrmMan. No; let’s put them together. It won’t take long. 
I will have Mr. Smart get in touch with the State Department, and 
the Department of the Navy. Let’s hold this up. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. And we can dispose of it in one package. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

The CuarrMAn. Now | am glad to yield to “Old Man” Rivers from 
South Carolina. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, the Bricker amendment discussion 
has brought out that by a secret treaty you don’t need aa act of 
Congress to do things like this. They can do this whether the Con- 
gress wants it, likes it, or knows it or not. 

The Cuarrman. Well, I don’t want now to get into an argument 
or a wrangle 
Mr. Rivers. That is true, you kaow that yourself. 

The CuarrMan. But we want to have it done officially and in order. 
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Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that the gentleman from 
California withdraw his request and we will take it up a little bit later. 
The CuarrmMan. And I would suggest that the gentleman from 
California take this up with Mr. Smart and include these two Belgians. 
Mr. Duruam. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make one observation. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Durham. 

Mr. Duruam. I think probably it is one of the best things in this 

riod and at this time that we cando. Now our contract for uranium 
is coming up in 1955. It would create good relations between us and 
the Belgium Government. I don’t think we can do a finer thing. 

The Cuarrman. I don’t think so, either. 

So I would suggest that we follow the sound counsel and advice of 
the gentleman from Georgia, to hold this bill up temporarily. It 
won't take long. We will dispose of it in the next few days. 

Mr. Jounson. I will be glad to withdraw my request. But I 
think we ought to have two separate bills in each case. 

The Cuarrman. Why? 

Mr. Jounson. Because there are different situations in each one. 
Mr. Vinson. No. 

The CuarrMan. I think we should do it. It is a thing I am con- 
vinced we should do. And I don’t think the Defense Department and 
the State Department—-especially the Department of the Navy will 
welcome the opportunity. 

Mr. Jounson. I don’t doubt that at all. I think each one of them 
should make a record of its own. 

The CuarrMan. That is why we are holding it up. 

Mr. Jounson. I ask unanimous consent to withdraw my bill. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 


H. R. 4231 


The CuatrMan. The next bill is H. R. 4321. That is to authorize 
appointments to the United States Military Academy and the United 
State Naval Academy of sons of certain individuals who were killed 
in action or who died or shall die as the result of active duty in World 
War I and World War II or to the period beginning June 27, 1950, 
the outbreak of the Korean conflict, and ending on a date proclaimed 
by the President or the Congress. 

Mr. Jounson. I will ask Mr. Van Zandt to report that bill. 

The CuarrMan. We will be glad to have Mr. Van Zandt report 
on that bill. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Mr. Chairman, the bill as amended by the sub- 
committee merely places the sons of members of the Armed Forces 
who died in Korea on the same basis as the sons of members of the 
Armed Forces who died in World Wars I and II. And additionally 
it authorizes these boys to attend the Air Force Academy when it is 
established. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, may I inquire if that includes all 
causes? The reason I ask that is because I have a specific inquiry 
from somebody whose husband was on the front in Korea, an Engineer 

eneral, who died in his sleep. Now that is on the front. I would 
fike to get some kind of expression on that, because I have a specific 
inquiry on that. 
Mr. Van Zanpr. It does not. 
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Mr. Rivers. Well, he is on the front. 

Mr. Ducanver. According to the terms of the bill, Mr. Rivers, 
it would not. 

Mr. Rivers. He ought to be considered. 

Mr. Miuuer. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Wait, one at a time. Please let’s have order. 

Mr. Mixuer. Well, if that was recognized as a service-connected 
disability, then under the terms of this bill he would be. A man 
dying of heart trouble under those conditions I am satisfied would 
be taken as a service-connected disability. 

Mr. Van Zanpvr. That decision would be made by the military. 

Mr. Rivers. Let this committee do it. Because they are looking 
for a lot of reasons to turn us down as it is. Let’s put that in the 
discussion. Make them read the deliberations of this committee and 
there won’t be any military wrangle or mess, or amended stuff like 
that. Because that is a highly important thing. This man was busy 
building a bridge across the place there and the bridge was named 
for him. And he built a bridge which later carried his name. And 
he died in his sleep because of this strain. And his boy is not qualified 
under this thing. I think that should be in there, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Winsteap. If the record shows it was service connected, he is 
automatically covered. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, I move that be included, Mr. Chairman. I ask 
the committee to give it consideration. 

Mr. Jounson. Let’s report the bill first and then vou can ask all 
the questions you want. 

Mr. Rivers. I ask them all the time, because I want to be sure 
to get them in there. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Chairman, the amendments approved by the 
subcommittee are as follows: 

On page 1, line 4, change the word “or” to “‘of,’’ to correct a typo- 
graphical error. 

On page 2, line 6, strike the word “100” and substitute the word 
640.” 

This will maintain the 40 appointments, for sons of deceased 
members of World War I, World War IJ, and if the bill is enacted the 
Korean war. 

On page 3, strike lines 6 through 10. This is necessary because the 
language of the bill would have increased the number of authorized 
cadets for this purpose by 60. 

On page 3, line 11, strike ‘3’ and substitute “1.” 

On page 3, line 13, strike “4’’ and substitute ‘‘2.”’ 

These two amendments are necessary in order to renumber because 
of the deletion of lines 6 through 10. 

On page 3 delete lines 2 through 5. This subsection is no longer 
necessary since the subcommittee decided not to increase the number 
of appointments. 

On page 3, after line 25, add a subsection C as follows: 

This section shall apply to any Air Force Academy which is established by 
law before or after the date of the enactment of this act. 

Mr. Chairman, I move favorable consideration of H. R. 4321 as 
amended by the subcommittee. 
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The CuarrMan. Now, that is a pretty clear and concise explanation 
of the legislation. 

I do think that the gentleman from South Carolina has raised a 
good point. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CuatrMAN. He has expressed the intent here. 

Mr. Brooks. In that connection, wouldn’t the language—and I 
ask the chairman, the distinguished chairman and counsel—on page 
2, where it says— 
who were killed in action or died or may hereafter die of wounds or injuries 
received or disease contracted or preexisting injury or disease activated in active 
service, 

Wouldn’t that probably cover it? 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes. 

Mr. Brooks. It seems to me you are covered. 

Mr. Rivers. Just a minute. I asked the question and if anybody 
can answer—lI wanted him to answer it and he couldn’t answer it and 
Jim couldn’t answer it. But if it is answered, that is all I want to 
know. 

Mr. Vinson. It is answered. 

Mr. Rivers. That is all I want. 

The CuarrmMan. I think, Mr. Rivers, that the language here is 
broad enough to include that. 

Mr. Rivers. I hope so. I believe so, too, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. I think so. 

Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. I have had considerable experience in those matters 
and there is no question in my mind but that would be included. 

The man was in service, died in service, and he would come under 
the provisions of the bill. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Van Zandt has reported and moved that we 
accept or adopt H. R. 4321 as amended. 

Mr. Jounson. I second the motion. 

The CuHarrman. All in favor say aye. 

Opposed, no. 

It is so ordered. H. R. 4231 is favorably reported, without dis- 
senting vote, and [ shall ask Mr. Van Zandt to file the report and 
handle this particular bill on the floor, if he will. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman 

The CHairMan. Now, we held up Senate Joint Resolution 34 until 
we can hear from the State Department and the Department of the 
Navy, to include the Belgiums along with that Thailand here. 


H. R. 459 


The CuHarrMANn. Now there is one other bill, H. R. 459. 

Mr. JoHNnson. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrMAN. That is to amend the act entitled ‘An act to 
prohibit the unauthorized wearing, manufacture, or sale of medals 
and badges awarded by the War Department.” 

As amended, that is, 

Mr. Johnson, we will be glad to hear you on that. 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this legislation is to 
increase the penalty for knowingly wearing, manufacturing, or selling 
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decorations authorized by Congress of the Military Departments, 
except when and as authorized by implementing regulations, and to 
add to the decorations so protected any decoration which has been or 
hereafter may be awarded by foreign governments to United States 
citizens or members of the Armed Forces. The bill makes very little 
change in existing law, except to add foreign medals and increase 
the penalty provisions for violation of the statute from a penalty of 
6 months’ imprisnoment and/or a penalty of $250 fine to 1 year 
imprisonment and/or a $1,000 fine. 

Testimony given to the subcommittee shows that there have been 
quite a number of violations of the statute and it was the opinion of 
the Department of Defense that the legislation is desirable as it will 
tend to discourage the practice of fly-by-night military stores offering 
for sale numerous unauthorized ribbons, badges, and insignia. 

Enactment of the legislation would not entail the additional 
expenditure of Federal funds. 

Mr. Chairman, I move favorable consideration of H. R. 459. 

Mr. Devereux. I| second the motion. 

Mr. Kinpay. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kixupay. I notice the gentleman from California in his explana- 
tion says it would also cover insignia but I don’t find the word “‘insig- 
nia” in the bill. The bill refers or states only medals, awards, and 
badges which have been conferred, I believe is the word. I wanted 
to have it clear whether this does include insignia. 

Mr. Jounson. I did use that term; isn’t that comprehended in 
ribbons and badges? What is the difference? 

Mr. Kixpay. If that is the case, I would want to raise this question. 
The question of the sale of insignia has been a troublesome thing in 
the past. 

The Cuarrman. And if the gentleman would yield at that point, 
I think all members of this committee share the apprehension or con- 
cern at least of the gentleman from Texas, Mr. Kilday, because when- 
ever a man wears a badge here or an insignia or a ribbon or anything 
else, we want to make sure that he has earned it, he is entitled to it. 

Mr. Kitpay. What I have in mind, though, is this. I agree to that 
and I agree to some of the previous regulations on licensing for the 
sale of insignia. I am talking about the distinction between insignia 
and medals and awards. Badges and ribbons or rosettes which in- 
dicate the award: I am in thorough accord with that. 

The CHarrmMan. Yes. 

Mr. Kitpay. But on the question of the sale of insignia or branch 
of service and that sort of thing and the evidence of rank: I want to 
make clear that that is not included. I don’t object to the people 
selling those things being covered to make sure they are in accordance 
with the regulations. But in the past we have had some difficulty 
this way, for instance. At one time, with many thoroughly reputable 
stores, even possessing licenses, and stocked with insignia, some of it 
quite expensive: at one time during the war all those licenses were 
canceled out and they could only be sold in post exchanges and no 
effort was made to take the stock off of the hands of the licensed 
dealer in insignia. 

That regulation was made and published until Secretary Patterson 
found out about it and he reversed it. I don’t think there is the neces- 
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sity for prohibiting the manufacture and sale of these items which 
have been done commercially, over the long period of time, being in- 
included in this legislation. Anything in here to protect the manu- 
facture, sale, distribution or wearing of medals and awards: it is 
perfectly all right, but the other is a commercial business, private 
enterprise, if I may so say. 

The CuarrMan. I am glad we have a champion. 

{Laughter.] 

Mr. Kitpay. We do. 

The CaarrMan. Mr. Johnson. 

Mr. Jounson. I would like to ask the gentleman from Texas: 
Do you include insignia as being, for instance, a divisional insignia 
or & woman wearing the wings of a pilot? Are those the things you 
think about as insignia?: 

Mr. Kiipay. Yes, and the ‘US,’ the crossed rifles or the Air 
Force wings. 

Mr. Jounson. Well, my suggestion would be this, sir, that because 
the bill doesn’t include the word “insignia,’’ we cross out from my 
report 

Mr. Duruam. It does include any decorations. 

Mr. Jounson. Any decorations, yes. 

Mr. Durnam. What is wrong with that? 

Mr. Jonnson. Insignia is a different thing I believe. 

The CHarrMAN. Yes, they are different. 

Mr. Duruam. It is a decoration, too 

Mr. Jonnson. I think the record will show from what Mr. Kilday 
said and what little I added that it applies to those things that implies 
rank or the unit you belong to, or some peculiarity of the service like 
a pair of aviator’s wings and things like that. And I don’t think it 
is intended to prevent those from being sold and worn by people 
that want to wear them. 

The CuarrMan. Will the gentleman from Texas want to insert the 
word “‘insignia’’? 

Mr. Kriupay. No. The word ‘insignia’ is not in the bill. I 
didn’t see it until | came in here. But the report of the subcommittee 
did include insignia. 

Mr. Jonnson. Yes. And I suggest or recommend that we strike 
out from the report ‘And insignia.” 

Just put a period after the word ‘‘badges.”’ 

Then it is strictly takes in medals and awards, foreign and domestic. 

Mr. Kriipay. But it is understood it is not the intent of the com- 
mittee to in anywise affect manufacture, sale or distribution of insignia, 
that this bill is limited to decorations, medals, badges, ribbons, 
veteran’s service lapel buttons and those things which are awarded, 
as the bill says. 

Mr. Ducanper. We could show that in the report, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kixtpay. The report had the opposite. 

Mr. Ducanper. I think it was an unfortunate use of words. 

Mr. Vinson. With that understanding, Mr. Chairman, that the 
report will clear it up, I move the bill be favorably reported. 

Mr. Jounson. Could I make a unanimous consent request, Mr. 
Chairman? 

The CuarrMan. Yes, Mr. Johnson. 
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Mr. Jounson. I eliminated these two words, following the word 
badges: ‘“‘and insignia,”’ and ask they be eliminated from the report. 

The Any objection? 

(No response. ) 

The CHarrmMan. No objection. 

Mr. Jonnson. I move the bill be reported, then, with an amend- 
ment. 

The amendment is as follows: 

Strike lines 3 through 7 and insert the following: 

That section 704, of title 18, United States Code, is hereby amended to read 
as follows: 

This amendment is necessary because 10 United States Code 1425 
which is the statute the bill would amend has been codified as 18 
United States Code 704. This is merely a technical correction. Also, 
inasmuch as the citation has been corrected in the body of the bill, 
the title of the bill should be amended to read as follows: 


To amend section 704, title 18, United States Code. 


The CuHarrMan. It has been moved that the bill be reported with 
that amendment. 

All in favor say “‘aye.”’ 

Opposed, “no.” 

The “‘aye’s” have it and the bill is reported, as amended. 

H. R. 459 and H. R. 4231, have been reported unanimously. We 
will hold up Senate Joint Resolution 34 for only a few days. 

We can include these others in that. 
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